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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 587.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———

PROMOTING UNITED GOVERNMENT
EFFORTS TO SAVE OUR SOUND
ACT

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1144) to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to provide
assistance for programs and activities
to protect the water quality of the
Puget Sound, and for other purposes,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1144

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Promoting
United Government Efforts to Save Our
Sound Act” or the “PUGET SOS Act”.

SEC. 2. PUGET SOUND COORDINATED RECOVERY.

Title I of the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 124. PUGET SOUND.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COASTAL NONPOINT POLLUTION CONTROL
PROGRAM.—The term ‘Coastal Nonpoint Pol-
lution Control Program’ means the State of
Washington’s Coastal Nonpoint Pollution
Control Program approved under section 6217
of the Coastal Zone Act Reauthorization
Amendments of 1990.

‘(2) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means
the Director of the Program Office.

*“(3) FEDERAL ACTION PLAN.—The term ‘Fed-
eral Action Plan’ means the plan developed
under subsection (¢)(3)(B).

‘(4) INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION.—
The term ‘International Joint Commission’
means the International Joint Commission
established by the Treaty relating to the
boundary waters and questions arising along
the boundary between the United States and
Canada, signed at Washington January 11,
1909, and entered into force May 5, 1910 (36
Stat. 2448; TS 548; 12 Bevans 319).

() PACIFIC SALMON COMMISSION.—The
term ‘Pacific Salmon Commission’ means
the Pacific Salmon Commission established
by the United States and Canada under the
Treaty concerning Pacific salmon, with an-
nexes and memorandum of understanding,
signed at Ottawa January 28, 1985, and en-
tered into force March 18, 1985 (TIAS 11091;
1469 UNTS 357) (commonly known as the ‘Pa-
cific Salmon Treaty’).

‘‘(6) PROGRAM OFFICE.—The term ‘Program
Office’ means the Puget Sound Recovery Na-
tional Program Office established by sub-
section (b).
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‘(7T) PUGET SOUND ACTION AGENDA; ACTION
AGENDA.—The term ‘Puget Sound Action
Agenda’ or ‘Action Agenda’ means the most
recent plan developed by the Puget Sound
National Estuary Program Management
Conference, in consultation with the Puget
Sound Tribal Management Conference, and
approved by the Administrator as the com-
prehensive conservation and management
plan for the Puget Sound under section 320.

‘(8 PUGET SOUND FEDERAL LEADERSHIP
TASK FORCE.—The term ‘Puget Sound Federal
Leadership Task Force’ means the Puget
Sound Federal Leadership Task Force estab-
lished under subsection (c).

“(9) PUGET SOUND FEDERAL TASK FORCE.—
The term ‘Puget Sound Federal Task Force’
means the Puget Sound Federal Task Force
established in 2016 under a memorandum of
understanding among 9 Federal agencies.

¢“(10) PUGET SOUND NATIONAL ESTUARY PRO-
GRAM MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE.—The term
‘Puget Sound National Estuary Program
Management Conference’ means the manage-
ment conference for the Puget Sound con-
vened pursuant to section 320.

“(11) PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP.—The
term ‘Puget Sound Partnership’ means the
State agency created under the laws of the
State of Washington (section 90.71.210 of the
Revised Code of Washington), or its suc-
cessor agency that has been designated by
the Administrator as the lead entity to sup-
port the Puget Sound National Estuary Pro-
gram Management Conference.

““(12) PUGET SOUND REGION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘Puget Sound
region’ means the land and waters in the
northwest corner of the State of Washington
from the Canadian border to the north to the
Pacific Ocean on the west, including Hood
Canal and the Strait of Juan de Fuca.

‘(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘Puget Sound
region’ includes all watersheds that drain
into the Puget Sound.

‘(13) PUGET SOUND TRIBAL MANAGEMENT
CONFERENCE.—The term ‘Puget Sound Tribal
Management Conference’ means the 20 trea-
ty Indian tribes of western Washington and
the Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission.

‘“(14) SALISH SEA.—The term ‘Salish Sea’
means the network of coastal waterways on
the west coast of North America that in-
cludes the Puget Sound, the Strait of Geor-
gia, and the Strait of Juan de Fuca.

¢“(15) SALMON RECOVERY PLANS.—The term
‘Salmon Recovery Plans’ means the recovery
plans for salmon and steelhead species ap-
proved by the Secretary of the Interior under
section 4(f) of the Endangered Species Act of
1973 that are applicable to the Puget Sound
region.

‘(16) STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The
term ‘State Advisory Committee’ means the
advisory committee established by sub-
section (d).

“(17) TREATY RIGHTS AT RISK INITIATIVE.—
The term ‘Treaty Rights at Risk Initiative’
means the report from the treaty Indian
tribes of western Washington entitled ‘Trea-
ty Rights At Risk: Ongoing Habitat Loss, the
Decline of the Salmon Resource, and Rec-
ommendations for Change’ and dated July 14,
2011, or its successor report that outlines
issues and offers solutions for the protection
of Tribal treaty rights, recovery of salmon
habitat, and management of sustainable
treaty and nontreaty salmon fisheries, in-
cluding through Tribal salmon hatchery pro-
grams.

“(b) PUGET SOUND RECOVERY NATIONAL
PROGRAM OFFICE.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
in the Environmental Protection Agency a
Puget Sound Recovery National Program Of-
fice, to be located in the State of Wash-
ington.

¢(2) DIRECTOR.—
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‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There shall be a Direc-
tor of the Program Office, who shall have
leadership and project management experi-
ence and shall be highly qualified to—

‘(i) direct the integration of multiple
project planning efforts and programs from
different agencies and jurisdictions; and

‘(ii) align numerous, and possibly com-
peting, priorities to accomplish visible and
measurable outcomes under the Action
Agenda.

‘(B) PosI1TION.—The position of Director of
the Program Office shall be a career reserved
position, as such term is defined in section
3132 of title 5, United States Code.

‘“(3) DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY; STAFFING.—
Using amounts made available pursuant to
subsection (h), the Administrator shall dele-
gate to the Director such authority and pro-
vide such staff as may be necessary to carry
out this section.

‘“(4) DUTIES.—The Director shall—

‘““(A) coordinate and manage the timely
execution of the requirements of this sec-
tion, including the formation and meetings
of the Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task
Force;

‘“(B) coordinate activities related to the
restoration and protection of the Puget
Sound across the Environmental Protection
Agency;

‘(C) coordinate and align the activities of
the Administrator with the Action Agenda,
Salmon Recovery Plans, the Treaty Rights
at Risk Initiative, and the Coastal Nonpoint
Pollution Control Program;

‘(D) promote the efficient use of Environ-
mental Protection Agency resources in pur-
suit of the restoration and protection of the
Puget Sound;

‘“(E) serve on the Puget Sound Federal
Leadership Task Force and collaborate with,
help coordinate, and implement activities
with other Federal agencies that have re-
sponsibilities involving the restoration and
protection of the Puget Sound;

‘“(F') provide or procure such other advice,
technical assistance, research, assessments,
monitoring, or other support as is deter-
mined by the Director to be necessary or
prudent to most efficiently and effectively
fulfill the objectives and priorities of the Ac-
tion Agenda, the Salmon Recovery Plans,
the Treaty Rights at Risk Initiative, and the
Coastal Nonpoint Pollution Control Pro-
gram, consistent with the best available
science, to ensure the health of the Puget
Sound ecosystem;

‘“(G) track the progress of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency towards meeting
the agency’s specified objectives and prior-
ities within the Action Agenda and the Fed-
eral Action Plan;

“(H) implement the recommendations of
the Comptroller General set forth in the re-
port entitled ‘Puget Sound Restoration: Ad-
ditional Actions Could Improve Assessments
of Progress’ and dated July 19, 2018;

‘(D) serve as liaison and coordinate activi-
ties for the restoration and protection of the
Salish Sea with Canadian authorities, the
Pacific Salmon Commission, and the Inter-
national Joint Commission; and

““(J) carry out such additional duties as the
Director determines necessary and appro-
priate.

‘(c) PUGET SOUND FEDERAL LEADERSHIP
TASK FORCE.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
a Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task
Force.

*“(2) MEMBERSHIP.—

‘“(A) COMPOSITION.—The Puget Sound Fed-
eral Leadership Task Force shall be com-
posed of the following members:

‘‘(i) The following individuals appointed by
the Secretary of Agriculture:
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“(I) A representative of the National For-
est Service.

““(IT1) A representative of the Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service.

““(ii) A representative of the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration ap-
pointed by the Secretary of Commerce.

‘“(iii) The following individuals appointed
by the Secretary of Defense:

“(I) A representative of the Corps of Engi-
neers.

“(IT) A representative of the Joint Base
Lewis-McChord.

“(IIT) A representative of the Commander,
Navy Region Northwest.

‘(iv) The Director of the Program Office.

‘““(v) The following individuals appointed
by the Secretary of Homeland Security:

““(I) A representative of the Coast Guard.

““(IT) A representative of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency.

‘(vi) The following individuals appointed
by the Secretary of the Interior:

“(I) A representative of the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs.

‘“‘(IT) A representative of the United States
Fish and Wildlife Service.

‘“(ITI) A representative of the United States
Geological Survey.

“(IV) A representative of the National
Park Service.

‘‘(vii) The following individuals appointed
by the Secretary of Transportation:

““(I) A representative of the Federal High-
way Administration.

““(IT) A representative of the Federal Tran-
sit Administration.

‘‘(viii) Representatives of such other Fed-
eral agencies, programs, and initiatives as
the other members of the Puget Sound Fed-
eral Leadership Task Force determines nec-
essary.

‘‘(B) QUALIFICATIONS.—Members appointed
under this paragraph shall have experience
and expertise in matters of restoration and
protection of large watersheds and bodies of
water, or related experience that will benefit
the restoration and protection of the Puget
Sound.

¢(C) CO-CHAIRS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The following members
of the Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task
Force shall serve as Co-Chairs of the Puget
Sound Federal Leadership Task Force:

‘““(I) The representative of the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration.

“(IT) The Director of the Program Office.

‘“(ITI) The representative of the Corps of
Engineers.

‘‘(ii) LEADERSHIP.—The Co-Chairs shall en-
sure the Puget Sound Federal Leadership
Task Force completes its duties through ro-
bust discussion of all relevant issues. The
Co-Chairs shall share leadership responsibil-
ities equally.

““(3) DUTIES.—

‘““(A) GENERAL DUTIES.—The Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force shall—

‘(1) uphold Federal trust responsibilities to
restore and protect resources crucial to Trib-
al treaty rights, including by carrying out
government-to-government consultation
with Indian tribes when requested by such
tribes;

‘‘(ii) provide a venue for dialogue and co-
ordination across all Federal agencies rep-
resented by a member of the Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force to align Fed-
eral resources for the purposes of carrying
out the requirements of this section and all
other Federal laws that contribute to the
restoration and protection of the Puget
Sound, including by—

“(I) enabling and encouraging such agen-
cies to act consistently with the objectives
and priorities of the Action Agenda, the
Salmon Recovery Plans, the Treaty Rights
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at Risk Initiative, and the Coastal Nonpoint
Pollution Control Program;

‘(IT) facilitating the coordination of Fed-
eral activities that impact such restoration
and protection;

‘“(III) facilitating the delivery of feedback
given by such agencies to the Puget Sound
Partnership during the development of the
Action Agenda;

‘“(IV) facilitating the resolution of inter-
agency conflicts associated with such res-
toration and protection among such agen-
cies;

(V) providing a forum for exchanging in-
formation among such agencies regarding
activities being conducted, including obsta-
cles or efficiencies found, during restoration
and protection activities; and

‘“(VI) promoting the efficient use of gov-
ernment resources in pursuit of such restora-
tion and protection through coordination
and collaboration, including by ensuring
that the Federal efforts relating to the
science necessary for such restoration and
protection are consistent, and not duplica-
tive, across the Federal Government;

“(iii) catalyze public leaders at all levels
to work together toward shared goals by
demonstrating interagency best practices
coming from such agencies;

‘“(iv) provide advice and support on sci-
entific and technical issues and act as a
forum for the exchange of scientific informa-
tion about the Puget Sound;

‘“(v) identify and inventory Federal envi-
ronmental research and monitoring pro-
grams related to the Puget Sound, and pro-
vide such inventory to the Puget Sound Na-
tional Estuary Program Management Con-
ference;

‘(vi) ensure that Puget Sound restoration
and protection activities are as consistent as
practicable with ongoing restoration and
protection and related efforts in the Salish
Sea that are being conducted by Canadian
authorities, the Pacific Salmon Commission,
and the International Joint Commission;

‘(vii) ensure that Puget Sound restoration
and protection activities are consistent with
national security interests;

‘“(viii) establish any working groups or
committees necessary to assist the Puget
Sound Federal Leadership Task Force in its
duties, including relating to public policy
and scientific issues; and

‘“(ix) raise national awareness of the sig-
nificance of the Puget Sound.

“(B) PUGET SOUND FEDERAL ACTION PLAN.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 5 years
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task
Force shall develop and approve a Federal
Action Plan that leverages Federal programs
across agencies and serves to coordinate di-
verse programs and priorities for the restora-
tion and protection of the Puget Sound.

‘“(ii) REVISION OF PUGET SOUND FEDERAL AC-
TION PLAN.—Not less often than once every 5
years after the date of approval of the Fed-
eral Action Plan under clause (i), the Puget
Sound Federal Leadership Task Force shall
review, and revise as appropriate, the Fed-
eral Action Plan.

‘“(C) FEEDBACK BY FEDERAL AGENCIES.—In
facilitating feedback under subparagraph
(A)(ii)(III), the Puget Sound Federal Leader-
ship Task Force shall request Federal agen-
cies to consider, at a minimum, possible Fed-
eral actions within the Puget Sound region
designed to—

‘(i) further the goals, targets, and actions
of the Action Agenda, the Salmon Recovery
Plans, the Treaty Rights at Risk Initiative,
and the Coastal Nonpoint Pollution Control
Program;

‘“(ii) as applicable, implement and enforce
this Act, the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
and all other Federal laws that contribute to

June 15, 2021

the restoration and protection of the Puget
Sound, including those that protect Tribal
treaty rights;

‘“(iii) prevent the introduction and spread
of invasive species;

“‘(iv) protect marine and wildlife habitats;

‘“(v) protect, restore, and conserve forests,
wetlands, riparian zones, and nearshore
waters;

“‘(vi) promote resilience to climate change
and ocean acidification effects;

‘“(vii) restore fisheries so that they are sus-
tainable and productive;

‘‘(viii) preserve biodiversity;

‘(ix) restore and protect ecosystem serv-
ices that provide clean water, filter toxic
chemicals, and increase ecosystem resil-
ience; and

‘“(x) improve water quality, including by
preventing and managing stormwater runoff,
incorporating erosion control techniques and
trash capture devices, using sustainable
stormwater practices, and mitigating and
minimizing nonpoint source pollution, in-
cluding marine litter.

“(4) PARTICIPATION OF STATE ADVISORY COM-
MITTEE AND PUGET SOUND TRIBAL MANAGE-
MENT CONFERENCE.—The Puget Sound Fed-
eral Leadership Task Force shall carry out
its duties with input from, and in collabora-
tion with, the State Advisory Committee
and the Puget Sound Tribal Management
Conference, including by seeking advice and
recommendations on the actions, progress,
and issues pertaining to the restoration and
protection of the Puget Sound.

*“(6) MEETINGS.—

““(A) INITIAL MEETING.—The Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force shall meet
not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of this section—

‘(i) to determine if all Federal agencies
are properly represented;

‘“(ii) to establish the bylaws of the Puget
Sound Federal Leadership Task Force;

‘“(iii) to establish necessary working
groups or committees; and

‘““(iv) to determine subsequent meeting
times, dates, and logistics.

‘(B) SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS.—After the ini-
tial meeting, the Puget Sound Federal Lead-
ership Task Force shall meet, at a minimum,
twice per year to carry out the duties of the
Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task Force.

¢“(C) WORKING GROUP MEETINGS.—A meeting
of any established working group or com-
mittee of the Puget Sound Federal Leader-
ship Task Force shall not be considered a bi-
annual meeting for purposes of subparagraph
(B).

‘(D) JOINT MEETINGS.—The Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force—

‘(i) shall offer to meet jointly with the
Puget Sound National Estuary Program
Management Conference and the Puget
Sound Tribal Management Conference, at a
minimum, once per year; and

‘‘(ii) may consider such a joint meeting to
be a biannual meeting of the Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force for purposes
of subparagraph (B).

‘“(E) QUORUM.—A simple majority of the
members of the Puget Sound Federal Leader-
ship Task Force shall constitute a quorum.

‘“(F) VoTING.—For the Puget Sound Fed-
eral Leadership Task Force to take an offi-
cial action, a quorum shall be present, and at
least a two-thirds majority of the members
present shall vote in the affirmative.

‘(6) PUGET SOUND FEDERAL LEADERSHIP
TASK FORCE PROCEDURES AND ADVICE.—

““(A) ADVISORS.—The Puget Sound Federal
Leadership Task Force may seek advice and
input from any interested, knowledgeable, or
affected party as the Puget Sound Federal
Leadership Task Force determines necessary
to perform its duties.
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‘“(B) COMPENSATION.—A member of the
Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task Force
shall receive no additional compensation for
service as a member on the Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force.

‘“(C) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Travel expenses
incurred by a member of the Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force in the per-
formance of service on the Puget Sound Fed-
eral Leadership Task Force may be paid by
the agency that the member represents.

“(7) PUGET SOUND FEDERAL TASK FORCE.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—On the date of enact-
ment of this section, the 2016 memorandum
of understanding establishing the Puget
Sound Federal Task Force shall cease to be
effective.

‘“(B) USE OF PREVIOUS WORK.—The Puget
Sound Federal Leadership Task Force shall,
to the extent practicable, use the work prod-
uct produced, relied upon, and analyzed by
the Puget Sound Federal Task Force in order
to avoid duplicating the efforts of the Puget
Sound Federal Task Force.

¢(d) STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
a State Advisory Committee.

‘“(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The State Advisory
Committee shall consist of up to seven mem-
bers designated by the governing body of the
Puget Sound Partnership, in consultation
with the Governor of Washington, who will
represent Washington State agencies that
have significant roles and responsibilities re-
lated to the restoration and protection of the
Puget Sound.

‘“(e) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT.—
The Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task
Force, State Advisory Committee, and any
working group or committee of the Puget
Sound Federal Leadership Task Force, shall
not be considered an advisory committee
under the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(6 U.S.C. App.).

“(f) PUGET SOUND FEDERAL LEADERSHIP
TASK FORCE BIENNIAL REPORT ON PUGET
SOUND RESTORATION AND PROTECTION ACTIVI-
TIES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this section,
and biennially thereafter, the Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force, in collabora-
tion with the Puget Sound Tribal Manage-
ment Conference and the State Advisory
Committee, shall submit to the President,
Congress, the Governor of Washington, and
the governing body of the Puget Sound Part-
nership a report that summarizes the
progress, challenges, and milestones of the
Puget Sound Federal Leadership Task Force
relating to the restoration and protection of
the Puget Sound.

‘“(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted
under paragraph (1) shall include a descrip-
tion of the following:

‘“(A) The roles and progress of each State,
local government entity, and Federal agency
that has jurisdiction in the Puget Sound re-
gion relating to meeting the identified objec-
tives and priorities of the Action Agenda,
the Salmon Recovery Plans, the Treaty
Rights at Risk Initiative, and the Coastal
Nonpoint Pollution Control Program.

‘“(B) If available, the roles and progress of
Tribal governments that have jurisdiction in
the Puget Sound region relating to meeting
the identified objectives and priorities of the
Action Agenda, the Salmon Recovery Plans,
the Treaty Rights at Risk Initiative, and the
Coastal Nonpoint Pollution Control Pro-
gram.

“(C) A summary of specific recommenda-
tions concerning implementation of the Ac-
tion Agenda and the Federal Action Plan, in-
cluding challenges, barriers, and anticipated
milestones, targets, and timelines.
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‘(D) A summary of progress made by Fed-
eral agencies toward the priorities identified
in the Federal Action Plan.

‘‘(g) CROSSCUT BUDGET REPORT.—

‘(1) FINANCIAL REPORT.—AS soon as prac-
ticable, but not later than 2 years after the
date of enactment of this section, and every
5 years thereafter, the Director of the Office
of Management and Budget, in consultation
with the Puget Sound Federal Leadership
Task Force, shall, in conjunction with the
annual budget submission of the President to
Congress for the year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, submit to Con-
gress and make available to the public, in-
cluding on the internet, a financial report
that is certified by the head of each agency
represented by a member of the Puget Sound
Federal Leadership Task Force.

‘“(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall contain
an interagency crosscut budget relating to
Puget Sound restoration and protection ac-
tivities that displays—

‘“(A) the proposed funding for any Federal
restoration and protection activity to be car-
ried out in the succeeding fiscal year, includ-
ing any planned interagency or intra-agency
transfer, for each of the Federal agencies
that carry out restoration and protection ac-
tivities;

‘(B) the estimated expenditures for Fed-
eral restoration and protection activities
from the preceding 2 fiscal years, the current
fiscal year, and the succeeding fiscal year;
and

“(C) the estimated expenditures for Fed-
eral environmental research and monitoring
programs from the preceding 2 fiscal years,
the current fiscal year, and the succeeding
fiscal year.

¢“(3) INCLUDED RECOVERY ACTIVITIES.—With
respect to activities described in the report,
the report shall only describe activities that
have a total Federal cost of more than
$100,000.

““(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
In addition to any other funds authorized to
be appropriated for activities related to the
Puget Sound, there is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this section
$50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2022
through 2026.

‘(1) TRIBAL RIGHTS AND CONSULTATION.—

‘(1 PRESERVATION OF TRIBAL TREATY
RIGHTS.—Nothing in this section affects, or is
intended to affect, any right reserved by
treaty between the United States and one or
more Indian tribes.

‘“(2) CONSULTATION.—Nothing in this sec-
tion affects any authorization or obligation
of a Federal agency to consult with an In-
dian tribe under any other provision of law.

““(j) CONSISTENCY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Actions authorized or
implemented under this section shall be con-
sistent with—

‘(A) the Salmon Recovery Plans;

‘(B) the Coastal Nonpoint Pollution Con-
trol Program; and

‘“(C) the water quality standards of the
State of Washington approved by the Admin-
istrator under section 303.

‘“(2) FEDERAL ACTIONS.—AIll Federal agen-
cies represented on the Puget Sound Federal
Leadership Task Force shall act consistently
with the protection of Tribal, treaty-re-
served rights and, to the greatest extent
practicable given such agencies’ existing ob-
ligations under Federal law, act consistently
with the objectives and priorities of the Ac-
tion Agenda, the Salmon Recovery Plans,
the Treaty Rights at Risk Initiative, and the
Coastal Nonpoint Pollution Control Pro-
gram, when—

‘“(A) conducting Federal agency activities
within or outside the Puget Sound that af-
fect any land or water use or natural re-
sources of the Puget Sound region, including
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activities performed by a contractor for the
benefit of a Federal agency;

‘‘(B) interpreting and enforcing regulations
that impact the restoration and protection
of the Puget Sound;

‘“(C) issuing Federal licenses or permits
that impact the restoration and protection
of the Puget Sound; and

‘(D) granting Federal assistance to State,
local, and Tribal governments for activities
related to the restoration and protection of
the Puget Sound.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. ROUZER) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1144,
as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia?

There was no objection.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 1144. The bill establishes a new re-
gional program within the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to ad-
dress water pollution concerns in the
Puget Sound and authorizes $60 million
annually for fiscal years 2022 through
2026.

The Puget Sound has seen significant
degradation of water quality and habi-
tat as a result of human development.
This legislation builds on the successes
Puget Sound has seen while part of the
National Estuary Program and incor-
porates the recommendations of a July
2018 report of the U.S. Government Ac-
countability Office on the Federal and
State efforts to restore the Sound.

This legislation is vitally important
to ensure long-term health of a water-
shed that helps provide food, water,
and other ecosystem services for 4.5
million people and contributes to the
State’s economy.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1144, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1144, the
PUGET SOS Act, codifies the Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s existing
restoration work in the Puget Sound
and establishes a Puget Sound program
office.

Puget Sound was one of the first es-
tuaries designated within the National
Estuary Program in 1987, and EPA has
worked with Federal and non-Federal
entities to coordinate restoration ef-
forts. This bill ensures this important
work will continue.

Madam Speaker, I urge support of
this legislation, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.
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Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. KILMER).

Mr. KILMER. Madam Speaker, I am
proud to rise in support of the Pro-
moting United Government Efforts to
Save Our Sound Act, or the PUGET
SOS Act, and I thank my good friend
and colleague, Representative STRICK-
LAND, for her partnership on this im-
portant legislation.

Madam Speaker, those of us who are
lucky to call the better Washington
home know that Puget Sound is our
most iconic body of water. Generations
of our friends and neighbors have built
their lives and earned their livelihoods
on the Sound.

We know the Puget Sound is critical
to the environmental and economic fu-
ture of our region. And some of our re-
gion’s most iconic species, including
salmon, orca, and Dungeness crab, rely
on a healthy Puget Sound.

But despite years of efforts to protect
and restore Puget Sound, we still have
a lot of work to do to address the sig-
nificant challenges, including storm
water runoff, habitat loss, and harmful
algal blooms, that continue to threaten
this crown jewel of our region’s iden-
tity and economy.

That is why I am proud to see the
House advance this critical bill, which
will finally bring to bear the coordi-
nated Federal resources necessary to
save our Sound. If we are going to re-
cover our salmon and orca populations,
if we are going to ensure future genera-
tions can dig for clams, if we are going
to respect and uphold Tribal treaty
rights, we need the Federal Govern-
ment to step up and support the work
already being done by the State,
Tribes, local communities, and busi-
nesses that all depend on a vibrant and
healthy Puget Sound.

Madam Speaker, I am proud that this
bill represents meaningful progress to-
ward these goals. If future generations,
including my two kiddos, are going to
have the opportunities to enjoy these
treasures and to build their livelihoods
in our region, we have to act now to
protect and restore the Sound.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this critical bill.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Washington (Ms. STRICKLAND).

Ms. STRICKLAND. Madam Speaker,
I rise today in support of H.R. 1144, the
PUGET SOS Act, which I am honored
to co-lead with Congressman KILMER,
who I thank for working on this bill
over the years. I also thank the Puget
Sound Partnership and Northwest In-
dian Fisheries Commission for all their
help. I am proud to work with you to
restore Puget Sound.

Madam Speaker, as a western Wash-
ington native, I know how critical the
health of the Puget Sound is to our re-
gion—economically, culturally, and en-
vironmentally.

The Sound is an economic engine cre-
ating over $30 billion in economic ac-
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tivity and supporting nearly 150,000
jobs. It is a biodiversity hotspot, home
to over 7,000 different species, including
200 different types of fish. It is a sacred
resource for Tribal nations throughout
the region who rely on the flora and
fauna the Sound supports for their
lives and livelihoods. And it is a cul-
tural treasure, with the salmon, shell-
fish, orca, and others which live in the
ecosystem, that is fundamental to the
history and identity of the Pacific
Northwest.

For years, this ecosystem has been
on the brink of danger, and we are at a
tipping point. As the human population
continues to grow significantly, the
risks and strain on Puget Sound inten-
sify.

This legislation takes much-needed,
timely steps to secure the health of the
Puget Sound now and into the future
by establishing a dedicated program of-
fice within the EPA and codifying the
Puget Sound Federal Task Force. To-
gether, these groups will develop a Fed-
eral action plan to preserve and restore
this most critical national maritime
treasure.

Washingtonians view and use Puget
Sound the way Marylanders view the
Chesapeake Bay and how Michiganders
view the Great Lakes. It is well past
time the Federal Government does as
well.

If we really want to make an impact,
and support hundreds of thousands of
jobs while trying to save orcas and
salmon, we must act now.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, the Puget Sound
watershed has long provided food, clean
water, and other ecosystem benefits for
4.5 million people and a wide variety of
species as well. The region is essential
to the State’s economy. Human devel-
opment and other actions have de-
graded the water quality and habitat of
the Sound, including that of critical
species like salmon and orca whales.

The Puget Sound was deemed an Es-
tuary of National Significance in 1988,
and in 2018, GAO determined that fur-
ther investment and a program with
clear leadership and coordination of
objectives is crucial to achieving the
long-term restoration and protection
goals of this diverse and dynamic eco-
system.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, I
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Washington
(Mrs. RODGERS), the ranking member
on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I want to also
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thank my colleague from Washington
State (Mr. KILMER) for his attention to
the Puget Sound, and his commitment
to putting us on a better path.

The Puget Sound is in crisis. The
salmon in Puget Sound, the salmon
that are most crucial to the orcas, are
in crisis. You can see right here; this is
the State of Salmon report. This is the
graphic Washington State of Salmon
report, and it says that the Puget
Sound Chinook, the Puget Sound
steelhead—over here—are in crisis.

And I might just point out, the
Snake River Chinook are actually ap-
proaching goal. The Snake River
steelhead are making progress. It is
part of the reason that I believe the
Puget Sound SOS Act is so important,
to bring much needed oversight and en-
forcement of Federal pollution stand-
ards in Puget Sound. But we must do
more.

Despite NOAA’s research indicating
that these salmon stocks are the most
critical to our orcas, the State of
Washington continues to allow out-
dated sewage treatment plants to ille-
gally dump raw sewage into the Sound,
creating conditions that are literally
suffocating the salmon.

Over the years, 80 sewage treatment
plants have illegally dumped toxins
into the Sound, and now the Wash-
ington State Department of Ecology is
considering permits to allow 58 plants
to continue poisoning the water. It is
unacceptable.

By establishing a Puget Sound Re-
covery National Program Office, I hope
this bill will finally push the EPA to
hold the State of Washington account-
able for the damage that unchecked
pollution in the Sound is doing for our
endangered salmon and orcas.

It is also critically important that
we stop this pollution at its source so
that the money we are authorizing for
the Puget Sound Recovery Act is actu-
ally effective.

Madam Speaker, I am urging leader-
ship in my State, stop the sewage, save
our Sound, save our salmon, save our
orcas.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, in
closing, H.R. 1144 would continue the
EPA’s management of a competitive
grant program to support projects that
protect and restore the Puget Sound.

Madam Speaker, I urge support of
this legislation, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 1144, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

———

LOCAL WATER PROTECTION ACT

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2008) to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to reau-
thorize certain programs relating to
nonpoint source management, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2008

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Liocal Water

Protection Act”.

SEC. 2. NONPOINT SOURCE MANAGEMENT PRO-
GRAMS.

Section 319(j) of the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1329(j)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘subsections (h) and (i) not to
exceed” and all that follows through ‘‘fiscal
year 1991’ and inserting ‘‘subsections (h) and
(i) $200,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2022
through 2026,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. ROUZER) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2008.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia?

There was no objection.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 2008. H.R. 2008 is a bipartisan bill
to reauthorize appropriations for the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agen-
cy’s Nonpoint Source Management
grants program. I would like to thank
my colleagues, Ms. CRAIG from Min-
nesota and Mr. MAST from Florida, for
introducing this bill.

Nonpoint sources of water pollution
come from many diffuse sources, in-
cluding runoff from farms, managed
forests, and urban areas. This runoff
can carry pollutants, such as fertilizers
and sediment from fields and lawns,
toxins from abandoned mines, and oils
and heavy metals from roads into
lakes, rivers, and other bodies of water.
Nationally, some 55 percent of assessed
rivers and streams currently do not
meet State water quality standards.

The Clean Water Act was enacted in
1972 to restore and maintain the chem-
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ical, physical, and biological integrity
of the Nation’s waters. In 1987, the
Clean Water Act was amended to add
section 319 to create a non-regulatory
program through which EPA admin-
isters annual grants to help States de-
velop and implement their own pro-
grams for managing nonpoint sources
of water pollution.

Under EPA’s 319 program, States re-
tain the primary role for addressing
nonpoint source water pollution, which
they do largely through voluntary
means and financial incentives. How-
ever, according to the General Ac-
counting Office, the extent of the
available incentives has declined in re-
cent years, as grants to States under
the section 319 program have declined
by more than 30 percent from a high of
about $240 million annually in fiscal
year 2004.

The section 319 program was initially
authorized at $70 million annually in
fiscal year 1988, and its authorization
level steadily increased to $130 million
in fiscal year 1991, the last year of au-
thorization for this program.

Since that time, the section 319 pro-
gram has continued to receive funds
through the annual appropriation for
EPA. In fiscal year 2021, the section 319
program received a Federal appropria-
tion of $177 million, and the President’s
fiscal year 2022 budget request proposes
an increase in funding for the program
to $180 million.

H.R. 2008 would authorize $200 mil-
lion annually for the section 319 pro-
gram through 2026. This would be a
modest increase of the current appro-
priated level for this popular program,
but less than the historic peak appro-
priation for this program in the early
2000s.

Again, I thank Ms. CrRAIG and Mr.
MAST for leading this bipartisan bill.
This legislation passed out of com-
mittee with bipartisan support and is a
good bill for a valuable program.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 2008 reauthor-
izes the Environmental Protection
Agency’s section 319 Nonpoint Source
Pollution Control program under the
Clean Water Act.

Reauthorizing this program rein-
forces the Federal leadership that helps
our State and local partners in their ef-
forts to control nonpoint source pollu-
tion.

For example, my home State of
North Carolina typically receives $1
million for competitive grant funding
for watershed restoration projects.
This money is put to good use con-
ducting watershed restoration projects
like stormwater and agricultural best
management practices and restoration
of impaired streams affected by
nonpoint source pollution.

In my district, some of these grant
funds are being wused to reduce
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stormwater runoff volume on the cam-
pus of UNC-Wilmington.

Madam Speaker, I urge support of
this legislation, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
CRAIG).

Ms. CRAIG. Madam Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 2008, the Local Water
Protection Act.

Madam Speaker, in the Land of 10,000
Lakes, we take water quality very seri-
ously. Not only are our lakes and wa-
terways critical for transporting agri-
culture goods, but they are at the core
of Minnesota’s natural beauty and
tourism economy.

That is why I was so proud to intro-
duce the bipartisan Local Water Pro-
tection Act to reauthorize funding for
pollution mitigation efforts in our
communities.

From 1987 to 1991, Congress author-
ized funds each year for the Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s Nonpoint
Source Management grants program,
which provides grants to State and
local governments to reduce water pol-
lution.

Our Local Water Protection Act
would reauthorize funding for this im-
portant task with $200 million annually
to help protect our lakes, rivers, and
streams, and protect them for future
generations.

This program would give State and
local governments the authority to
create locally-focused, voluntary con-
servation programs that are tailor-
made for their own communities. And
recent history in my home district
demonstrates that these programs are
incredibly effective.

In fact, the Goodhue County Soil and
Water Conservation District is cur-
rently working to reduce pollutants in
the Mississippi River-Lake Pepin wa-
tershed by 20 percent. And I would add,
I was out there on Lake Pepin just this
last weekend with some great folks.

In Wabasha County, these projects
provided low-interest loans to improve
residential infrastructure and help
farmers come into compliance with
pollution standards.

And the South Washington Water-
shed District integrated a stormwater
reuse plan that is estimated to reduce
potable water usage by more than 40
million gallons annually. There is no
doubt that these programs can be effec-
tive, and there is no good reason why
we shouldn’t prioritize them.

As we look toward preserving our en-
vironment, I urge my colleagues to
support this bipartisan legislation, and
I thank my colleague, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. MAST) for intro-
ducing the bill with me.

Madam Speaker, thank you so much,
and I urge my colleagues to support
this piece of legislation.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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